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Abstract 
This Special Issue is concerned with a specific type of migration, that of international 
migrants to rural and regional communities with little prior experience of migration; so 
called New Immigration Destinations. The collection seeks to better comprehend the 
complex associations between processes of migrant incorporation in ‘new’ migrant spaces, 
rural transformations and the evolving inter-group relationships. The papers are all based 
on empirical data, representing scenarios across Europe and in Australia that demonstrate 
how the arrival of different types of migrants have led to fundamental social 
transformations across rural society. The SI advances our knowledge of different types of 
migrant incorporation, that of lifestyle, labour and refugee migrants. It sheds light on a 
range of issues including precarity, cosmopolitanism, rural sustainability, relations between 
sending and receiving countries and the role of civil society. 
 
 
Introduction 
Migration is truly a phenomenon of our times. It evokes strong sentiments, be they positive 
or negative. A deeply political issue, migration has resulted in political transitions that are 
evident across Western Europe and further afield as far right political parties have assumed 
power, due at least in part to their pledges to reduce immigration. It remains the number 
one concern for many Europeans, ahead of the economy, terrorism and unemployment 
(European Commission 2018). This Special Issue (SI) is concerned with a specific type of 
migration, that of international migrants to rural and regional communities with little prior 
experience of migration; so called New Immigration Destinations (NIDs). 
 
Over two years ago when we had the idea for this SI, we noticed increasing attention being 
directed towards so called NIDs, both during discussions with colleagues, and in the 
literature. However, that literature was sporadic. While it greatly illuminated our empirical 
understanding of non-metropolitan places experiencing accelerated migration over a short 
period of time, it tended not to identify the defining traits of these places nor did it explain 
why the reception of migrants is variable across rural space. Migrants are evidently 
important for rural and regional communities. In a Scandinavian context immigration has 
become a major source of population increase. In other places, labour migrants have 
boosted and rejuvenated the local population, helping to sustain services and regenerate 
the economy.  It was also not clear why some areas welcome migrants while others are 
more resistant to new arrivals. As Popke notes, even within localities, varying attitudes to 
immigrants and immigration exists. Observing responses to migration in rural eastern North 
Carolina, he writes: ‘Although many long-time residents have reacted to this change with a 
sense of openness and generosity, I have also witnessed a growing sense of unease, and 
even anger, over the recent social and cultural transformation of the region’ (2011: 243). 
This SI draws together a collection of papers that seek to better comprehend the complex 
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associations between processes of migrant incorporation in ‘new’ migrant spaces, rural 
transformations and the evolving inter-group relationships. The contributions follow 
Miraftab’s belief that ‘we need to systematically examine small towns and non-traditional 
destinations to recognize the specificities and generalizabilities that surface in terms of 
immigrants’ experiences in these emerging transnational spaces’ (2012: p.1019). These 
papers are all based on empirical data, representing scenarios across Europe and in 
Australia that demonstrate how the arrival of different types of migrants have led to 
fundamental social transformations across rural society.  
 
Terminology 
The ‘migrant’ label is generic and all encompassing. A ‘floating’ term (Vollner 2014), its value 
lies in the fact that it refers to a broad category of people. Correspondingly, the weakness is 
that it can obscure important differences within and between broad social groups. At its 
most basic, international migration entails crossing national borders. UNESCO identifies 
a migrant as ‘any person who lives temporarily or permanently in a country where he or she 
was not born, and has acquired some significant social ties to this country’. The UN further 
defines a migrant worker as a ‘person who is to be engaged, is engaged or has been 
engaged in a remunerated activity in a State of which he or she is not a national’ UN 
Convention on the Rights of Migrants (http://www.unesco.org/new/en/social-and-human-
sciences/themes/international-migration/glossary/migrant/ ). Clearly there is a strong 
association between migrants and the labour market. 
 
Different groups, particularly the media and politicians, often deploy labels to promote a 
particular political stance. For instance, the label ‘migrant worker’ can be used in a 
derogatory manner. At the same time it can foster an image of ‘aliens’ stealing local jobs 
and, perhaps, also drawing welfare. In addition to these inherent contradictions, such 
labelling homogenises all individuals within a particular group, freezing them at a moment in 
time, failing to recognise other elements of an individual’s identity which are possibly 
intrinsically more personally important. The use of such categories can, therefore, advance 
often negative stereotypes enabling elites to advance their particular interests. However, 
labels are also useful for helping us to make distinctions between different social groups and 
to identify social patterns. As such, in this SI we distinguish between lifestyle, 
entrepreneurial and labour migrants, and refugees. Some rural areas provide a reserve of 
some types of migrants while also being the destination for other migrants, offering among 
others, employment, refuge and an idyllic environment. Contrary to conceptualisations of 
places as discrete and bounded, we understand places as being open, fluid and inter-
connected (Lefebvre 1991; Massey 2005; Jones and Woods 2013). Thus neither is ‘place 
powerless’ or is ‘power placeless’ in these globalized processes (Burawoy et al. 2000: 2 cited 
in Miraftab 2012).   
 
The complexity of migration 
In the past migration was often primarily understood as economically motivated 
movements. However, contemporary migration scholarship better appreciates the complex 
interplay of economic, social, cultural and environmental issues involved in migrant 
decision-making. Different structural factors of the economy have contributed to the arrival 
of migrant labour to certain rural regions. Less a one-off movement, migration today implies 
moorings in several different places with individuals living translocally as they move 
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between different localities. This cobweb of connections means that sending and receiving 
communities give rise to hybrid systems (Hannam et al. 2006), with ideas, values and 
material resources moving between the two. Moreover, rural society is a proactive player in 
globalisation, contributing to flows of capital, people and ideas (Woods 2007). This 
perspective counters the notion of a stagnant, homogenous and backward rural society; 
instead we can view rural society as being more connected to a dynamic, diverse and 
progressive urban society. Understood in this way, rural areas are part of wider global 
currents, sites of superdiversity and cosmopolitanism. 
 
A number of interconnected issues are relevant to our consideration of migration in NIDs. 
Broadly these relate to shifting patterns of production and consumption in rural economies; 
migration governance and the global displacement of people. Firstly, understanding the 
restructuring of the rural economy is critical in this story of migration. There has been 
increasing pressure on farms to increase in size to achieve greater economies of scale. This 
altered business model operates on precarious margins demanding a frugal approach to 
business management, translating into a drive for increased profit margins. This new 
business model typically relies less on family members for seasonal labour as, for one, the 
enterprise scale is too large. Such restructuring of agriculture is typical of a dual labour 
market (Piore 1979), where the secondary segment is characterised by low wages, increased 
job insecurity, mobility and flexibility. Structural changes to the economy have also reduced 
the availability of a steady supply of locally based casual labour (due for instance to the 
incorporation of many women into the formal economy and the migration of young people 
away from rural localities). New business models therefore require a flexible and steady 
supply of low wage labour to fill seasonal positions as well as filling other semi-skilled and 
unskilled full-time positions. Apparently these are the jobs that locals refuse to do and are 
often filled by migrant workers who provide a compliant workforce that is willing to do 
dangerous, dirty and demeaning work. Migrants therefore work in agriculture, horticulture, 
agri-food processing, construction and social care, i.e. small to medium enterprises that 
make up a significant part of any rural economy. Frequently, they exist in a precarious 
position as they face discrimination and unequal access to employment rights (Niessen et al. 
2007; Standing 2011). Second and more generally, socioeconomic decline arising from the 
transformation of agriculture and related sectors has led to the outmigration of the working 
population. Thirdly, many rural areas are thus characterised by an ageing resident 
population. Fourth and parallel to this, the amenity value of particular rural spaces is 
increasingly recognised. Consequently there is a demand for the consumption of ecosystem 
services which are often delivered through rural tourism. Tourism entrepreneurs include 
lifestyle migrants and farmers who seek additional non-farm income. 
 
Migration governance through state action can impede or facilitate international migration, 
including the settlement of refugees. It can also influence where migrants settle, for 
instance, a ‘place-based’ approach to settlement attracts migrants away from traditional 
urban gateways into regional centres. States typically operate migration policies that align 
with economic objectives, such as policies found in the USA, Australia and Europe. 
Accordingly, the expansion of the European Union in 2004 and again in 2007, along with the 
freedom of citizens from those Member States to work freely across the EU, resulted in the 
increased movement of people. Meanwhile the forced movement of individuals from war 
torn countries, particularly Syria, Afghanistan, South Sudan, Somalia, among many other 
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African countries (UNHCR 2018), has given rise to large numbers of asylum seekers globally. 
It has also resulted in the arrival of refugees into rural society. Different reception contexts 
mean that in some countries migrants are more welcomed than in others. For instance, and 
as Søholt and colleagues highlight in this issue, refugees in Sweden can self-settle; in 
Norway municipalities decide on where and how many refugees they wish to accept and in 
Denmark the state allocates refugees to Danish municipalities who in turn may also request 
additional allocations.  
 
All of these factors have contributed to the increased movement of immigrants to and from 
rural and regional areas. This general picture might lead to a belief that migrants are a 
malleable and entirely biddable workforce, accepting whatever conditions they find in the 
workplace and being influenced by higher levels of migration governance. The reality is 
much more nuanced than this. Depending on the context of reception, the experiences of 
migrants and of employers can be harmonious and conducive to a positive workplace. In 
other places migrants adopt strategies to resist exploitation and to ensure their survival. But 
what are the conditions that afford migrants’ agency so that they can push back against 
social structures? Existing literature has shown that the way in which migrants are received 
varies differently across different geographical places. Context is evidently important if we 
are to fully understand these processes of change that have arisen from migration. In the 
next section we present the collection of papers. 
 
Overview of the papers 
Twelve papers in total make up this collection, covering a wide geographical scope. Two 
relate to the Australian context while the remaining ten report on case studies drawn from 
Western Europe (Nordic countries, Ireland and UK), Central and Eastern Europe (Poland and 
Slovenia), and Southern Europe (Greece, Spain and Portugal) to examine different aspects of 
migrants’ incorporation across rural space. 
 
Cosmopolitanism 
Recognising the social transformation that NIDs are experiencing, both Woods and 
Krivokapic-Skoko et al. place the notion of cosmopolitanism at centre stage. Directly 
challenging stereotypes of rural Australians as being insular and xenophobic, Krivokapic-
Skoko, Reid and Collins explore the rising evidence of everyday or ‘vernacular’ 
cosmopolitanism which has arisen from the altered migration and settlement policies that 
have opened up regional and rural Australia to immigrants. Krivokapic-Skoko et al. argue 
that cosmopolitan migrants do not belong to just one place but are connected to multiple 
parts of the world, have a disposition of shared humanity, and are open to social and 
cultural transformation. In this context, the local and global become nested within each 
other as migration becomes ever more complex and superdiverse. Cosmopolitanism, they 
argue, results in changes in both directions, among the host society as well as within the 
new arrivals. This leads to changes in ideas, materials, techniques and sensibilities, 
highlighting how culture is in constant flux, always in the making, and is not a given. After 
highlighting the cosmopolitan practices of the Aboriginal people (e.g. via inter-marriage and 
business dealings) Krivokapic-Skoko et al. cogently demonstrate the ways in which modern 
migrants have moved between translocal spaces and opened rural Australia to global forces, 
bringing a variety of benefits, including knowledge transfer resulting in more productive 
agriculture. The latter is illustrated by the case of immigrant farmers recognising culturally 
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embedded practices, but also levering knowledge from diasporic and international networks 
to transform certain agricultural practices.  
 
Like Krivokapic-Skoko and colleagues, Michael Woods presents rural cosmopolitanism as an 
everyday reality in contrast to its elite form. Cosmopolitanism, he argues, is multi-layered. It 
is a property of communities and of individuals and is also a normative project. Using 
empirical data from the Irish counties of Mayo and Galway, Woods draws our attention to a 
typical New Immigration Destination experience: accelerated immigration over a short 
period of time, reversing a longstanding tradition of emigration and resulting in a high 
proportion of non-Irish nationals, much of this movement facilitated by shifting migration 
governance within the EU, lax international immigration legislation and economic 
restructuring within the agri-food sector. Woods’ paper reveals how cosmopolitan traits can 
be selectively deployed to consolidate existing power relations and how gaps between 
parochial practices and cosmopolitan openness can create fissures that impede smooth 
incorporation of migrants in certain places. Everyday geographies and the small scale nature 
of the rural space bring to the fore the importance of negotiating difference spatially, often 
in public spaces such as the school or through community events. Woods argues that a 
precarious cosmopolitanism can frame the challenges that migrants face in the labour 
market, and in the host community,  from economic recession. This all emphasises the 
importance of public funds to actively support increased diversity. 
 
Labour migrants 
Across New Immigration Destinations we see increasing reliance on migrant labour as a 
means of sustaining businesses that would otherwise be unviable.  Rye, Górny and 
Kaczmarczyk and Papadopoulos, Fratsea and Mavrommatis consider the role of migrant 
labour in agriculture and related industries in Western Europe, Central and Eastern Europe, 
and Southern Europe respectively. Górny and Kaczmarczyk consider the role of foreign 
labour in rural Poland, a country that is making the transition to a migration destination. 
They elaborate on the structural transformations in agriculture that have led to increased 
farm size and increased dependence on low wage workers, raising questions about the 
sustainability of such a model over the longer term. Moreover, it is expected that this 
restructuring will continue well into this century, shifting the proportion of employment in 
agriculture from 14% in 2008 to just 7% by 2035. The demand for agricultural workers is 
being filled by Ukrainians, with evidence of the ‘Ukrainianisation’ of Polish agriculture as 
they are hired to do seasonal, labour-intensive and unskilled jobs. Those individuals are not 
only segmented in the labour market, but they barely interact with the wider society. The 
political economy is an important factor in this picture and the authors point to evidence of 
strong pressure emerging from agricultural producers on government to simplify the legal 
system to provide a ready supply of seasonal workers. 
 
Employers can also contribute positively to migrants’ incorporation. Johan Fredrik Rye 
explores social and economic transformations in a traditional fishing community in central 
Norway, showing how employers provided Norwegian language classes for employees. In 
many respects a typical NID, Rye’s case study area boasts a strong and resurgent economy 
and a growing and increasingly multicultural population. While the arrival of migrant labour 
to this region could be considered a success, Rye casts a critical gaze to reveal more 
nuanced experiences that include social fragmentation, polarisation and contestation 
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whereby migrants feel that they are part of the economy but have not connected socially. 
The paper also draws attention to the status paradox where life is favourable for migrants 
when compared to their home country but, as their frame of reference shifts, this 
evaluation is also likely to shift and to vary between generations. Rye’s research shows that 
some migrant children plan to leave with little intention of following in their parents’ 
footsteps. Not only does this reinforce the fact that the migrant labourers experience 
precarious employment, but that the supply is also precarious. This suggests a challenge for 
the fishing industry in securing a steady labour supply in the future.  
 
Remaining with the theme of precarity, but moving south to Greece, Papadopoulos et al. 
draw on extended case study research from Manolada, focusing on ‘red gold’, otherwise 
known as strawberries. Life precariousness and labour precarity feature here as migrants 
engage in work that is temporary, part-time, risky and generally unpredictable. Although 
Papadopoulos and colleagues offer a four pronged typology to encapsulate precarity, they 
are more interested in what precarity does, rather than what it is. Migrants are not passive 
recipients of precarious practices. Through acts of resistance, reworking and resilience, the 
Manoladan migrant workers challenged their working conditions and, at times, non-
payment, despite suffering physical intimidation and violence. Eventually a successful case 
was brought against the Greek State, but only when political mobilisation occurred and 
external agents, namely trade union and other advocacy groups, got involved. Viewed more 
broadly as part of a rural social and political movement these actions should contribute to a 
wider debate on whether or not migrants’ living conditions have improved. 
 
Migration discourses: the media and local elites 
The Greek case demonstrates the powerful role of the media in migration discourses, an 
issue that is at the centre of Berg-Nordlie’s analysis of three rural districts in Norway. He 
considers the role of the media in creating positive or negative images of migrants in 
relation to the economy. Intensive analysis of texts from three newspapers from three 
different corners of Norway demonstrated how the media can promote different narratives. 
Overall Berg-Nordlie found a connection between texts highlighting the negative aspects of 
migration with the number of asylum seekers settled in local reception centres; the last 
mentioned’s visible difference and their status viewed more of a threat than that of labour 
migrants. He concludes that newspapers contribute to, and are a good indicator of, local 
attitudes towards migrants.  
 
The higher levels of migrant settlement in Norway, Denmark and Sweden is a theme picked 
up by Susanne Søholt and colleagues as they scrutinise the way in which rural elites in 
Nordic countries link immigration to rural resilience. Their study reinforces the findings from 
Berg-Nordlie that migrants are valued for their economic contribution, rather than social or 
cultural contributions. The paper understands rural elites as individuals working in the 
municipalities who hold positions that influence migrants’ integration including mayors, 
planners, individuals employed in public, private and non-governmental organisations such 
as librarians, estate agents and leaders of voluntary organisations. Their research shows 
that migrants do not compete with locals, but take the jobs that locals do not want. Local 
elites are very pragmatic in their views on migrants, holding  that migrants have duties to 
participate in local society. They do not perceive a threat to local culture arising from 
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migration; instead they consider mobility as a normal part of life contributing to the 
resilience of the region. 
 
Lifestyle migrants 
Two papers focus on another element of NIDs, that of international lifestyle migrants. 
Carson and Carson are interested in the contributions of international lifestyle migrants in 
remote regions of northern Sweden, close to the Arctic Circle. Tourism has for some time 
been promoted as a tool for rural development, countering economic decline as it can 
rejuvenate the economy. The paper notes the limitations of this strategy given that many 
lifestyle migrants do not have economic development aspirations, and some may even 
actively oppose it as they wish to preserve the values that attracted them to a region in the 
first place. Most of the migrants interviewed in Carson and Carson’s study moved from an 
urban to rural setting to pursue leisure activities. Their research shows how new migrants 
introduced an entrepreneurial spirit to the region, viewing the everyday with fresh eyes and 
commercialising local resources in a novel ways. For instance, they note that many of the 
locals are ‘snow blind’: unable to recognise the potential tourism value of snow. Echoing the 
findings of Krivokapic-Skoko et al. in this issue, Carson and Carson recognise that some new 
arrivals have higher levels of education, transferring knowledge and skills into a region. 
Questions of interaction, integration and different forms of capital accumulation are at the 
heart of this paper, with immigrant entrepreneurs hampered by a lack of reciprocity in 
building local networks and collaboration. Consequently there is a danger that lifestyle 
immigrants become enveloped within a community of lifestyle immigrants, socially isolated 
from  the local population. More positively perhaps, Carson and Carson reveal the 
emergence of bridging capital as historically disconnected villages become linked. The 
challenge remains as to how these localities can fully benefit from lifestyle and 
entrepreneurial migrants’ extra-local connections. This topic is addressed by Eimermann 
and Kordel in their comparison of paper the experiences of lifestyle migrants in two border 
areas, one in Slovenia and the other in Sweden. By considering the embeddedness of 
migrants with a locality, Eimermann and Kordel shed light on processes of migrant 
integration and incorporation; a central theme of this SI. Noting the need to embed in 
networks that are internal and external to an area, and across multiple localities, 
Eimermann and Kordel highlight the importance of strong and weak ties. They demonstrate 
that lifestyle migration is not just consumption led, but that production factors are also 
important considerations. This shift away from a simple binary of production-consumption 
reinforces the need to avoid reducing migration to simplistic zero sum framings. Like many 
other categories of migrant, lifestyle migrants  are increasingly implicated in multiple places 
and spaces, an evolving mix of embeddedness. 
 
Ricard Morén-Alegret and colleagues are interested in the views of lifestyle and labour 
migrants vis-à-vis sustainability. Rather than starting from a definition of sustainability, the 
authors explore perceived environmental, social and economic sustainability challenges 
among a range of different rural actors in Portugal and Spain. The interviewed stakeholders 
from the study sites hold competing economic and environmental views, depending on their 
status. For instance, and as might be expected, business owners believed that bureaucracy 
was a constraining factor within the Portuguese park area and a symbiotic relationship 
between administrators and businesses was not always achieved. Moren-Alegret et al. 
found that the environment was most important for wealthier migrants and for migrants 
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from Northwest Europe. Not surprisingly less affluent migrants have more urgent and basic 
needs of housing, income and healthcare that take precedence over environmental 
sustainability. The question then becomes, whose voice gets heard in these local debates on 
sustainability? 
 
Community and local governance 
McAreavey and Argent explore the distinctive features of rurality that influence the 
emergence of non-metropolitan NIDs, particularly examining the roles of state and civil 
society institutions in migrants’ incorporation. They are interested in the intersection of 
macro, meso and micro structures in contributing to variable experiences across rural 
spaces that include lived, conceived and perceived (after Halfacree and Lefebvre). Using 
examples from Australia and from Northern Ireland, places that were conceived as migrant 
destinations mainly by employers and policymakers, their paper considers the pathways of 
refugees and of labour migrants. They show how social space is a social product arising from 
interaction, revealing a lag between conceptions of space and social practices with reliance 
on third parties to negotiate between spaces of representation and spatial practices. Those 
third parties also provided a diversity of support structures, very much dependent on the 
local context. They raise critical questions about the role of these agencies in supporting 
structures that may perpetuate precarity and inequalities. Like the findings of Woods in this 
issue, McAreavey and Argent point to the importance of everyday space. In a rural context 
this may mean the avoidance of segregation as newcomers share space (school, library, etc.) 
with the longer term residents. Their study supports the thesis that rural society is not by 
definition less tolerant of migration than their urban counterparts.  
 
Carey Doyle explores migrants’ housing conditions in two rural areas of the UK that 
experienced amongst the highest levels of immigration during the early 2000’s, Boston in 
the East Midlands and Dungannon in Northern Ireland. In doing so, she sheds light on one 
aspect of migrant inequalities in rural regions that has been little studied to date. Using 
uncertainty to frame the analysis, she highlights how migration has become ever more 
complex (temporally, spatially and socially). Housing in the UK post EU enlargement has 
been characterised by scarcity, overcrowding and being of low quality. In a rural context, 
housing is often tied with migrant labourers’ employment. Some houses in the study areas 
were licensed as houses of multiple occupancy, while others were not. Doyle points to 
regulation uncertainty as legislation fails to keep up with increased diversity and emerging 
needs on the ground. Uncertainty in intervention arose from lack of knowledge about 
landlords, the challenge of transience among tenants and lack of language skills amongst 
tenants and officials. Meanwhile allegedly inaccurate population figures gave rise to 
demographic uncertainty. This resulted in power struggles as different groups strove to 
produce more reliable data in circumstances where uncertainty was not contested, it 
resulted in poor living conditions for many migrants. 
 
Conclusions 
This collection of papers has reinforced existing characterisations of NIDs, i.e. heightened 
immigration over a short period of time; overall small numbers but a significant relative 
change in the make-up of the population; boost to the local population and rejuvenation of 
the economy; and lack of institutional infrastructure to support the smooth incorporation of 
migrants. We believe this Special Issue has also greatly advanced our knowledge of NIDs in a 
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number of novel ways, many of which are interconnected. We next suggest some areas for 
further research.  
 
Firstly, the SI provides evidence of the uneven nature of migrant incorporation, reinforcing 
the points made in previous literature about the importance of context. These papers 
underscore the need to understand the context of both sending and receiving societies. 
They show how everyday encounters represent the melding of macro, meso and micro 
structures, and are often facilitated through the actions of individual actors. Secondly, rural 
NIDs are not necessarily less tolerant and socially backward spaces. The reception afforded 
migrants is strongly  connected to the economy, its relative strength and the perceptions of 
migrants within the labour market: are migrants boosting the economy by filling gaps rather 
than taking jobs that locals would do? We have also learned about many different forms of 
positive encounters with migrants through everyday or banal cosmopolitanism. Indeed, the 
meaning of cosmopolitanism has been deftly unpacked, highlighting its operation across 
different scales, but also its importance for positive relations. That again is something that is 
not freely in existence, but contingent on economic and other contextual factors.  
 
Thirdly, issues of scale and visibility that are specific to the rural context mean that migrant 
experiences in rural NIDs are distinctive from urban areas. Shared spaces found in the local 
community, such as schools, community centres or local shops bring different groups 
together, fostering interaction and helping to counter segregation. However, this is not true 
for all labour migrants as some remain in a migrant enclave, working and living in a 
proximate space. Scale also means that migrants have fewer networks specific to their 
group and must rely on other support agencies, or seek support beyond the locality. The 
evidence from the studies in this issue shows how migrants who look different to the 
receiving society are viewed as the ‘other’ and this may lead to differential treatment. To be 
sure, this is true of an urban setting, but the total numbers implicated in a rural context 
mean that migrants are rendered more vulnerable as they may not have safety in numbers, 
as already mentioned.  
 
Fourthly, NIDs are also characterised by uncertainty and this can lessen the sustainability of 
an area. It can be incredibly debilitating for migrants, local government and the receiving 
society more generally as it seeks to provide suitable services for a more diverse population. 
Crucially, what this also means is that a steady labour supply is not guaranteed. We need to 
better understand the economic mobility of migrant labourers, but also the context of 
sending countries as a means of understanding if a labour supply will be reliable in the 
future. 
 
Fifthly, migrants have been cited as a solution to the declining population and stagnant 
economies of rural and regional areas. Similarly, tourism is often hailed as a tool for rural 
development. These claims require some qualification. Lifestyle migrants, for instance, do 
not necessarily connect to local networks, often using extra-local resources to develop their 
enterprises. The perception of local administrations can be an impediment for 
entrepreneurial activities. Migrant labourers meanwhile may be living in tied 
accommodation with few opportunities to extend their social networks.  
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Finally, migrant labour exploitation is clearly a feature of modern agriculture and precarity 
pervades the migrant experience in rural and regional economies. The strategies employed 
by civil society organisations to address precarity might alleviate short term challenges. 
However, for various reasons they are often unable to identify structural remedies. 
Successes seem to be short lived and challenges of scaling up place-based mobilizations 
remain, suggesting gaps between micro and meso level interactions.  
 
Moving forward 
Back in the 19th century the cartographer and geographer, Ravenstein proposed a theory of 
migration which to a large extent is out-dated, including the argument that migration can be 
reduced to a single factor, namely economic. However, he asserted that for each migration 
flow, a compensating counter-flow is produced. This has relevance today, particularly if we 
think about these questions of sustainability, specifically the context of Poland where over 
95% of the agricultural labour is from the Ukraine. This raises questions for Poland with its 
reliance on a single source of flexible labour. More widely for economies that rely on 
migrant labour, careful consideration about the most appropriate migration policies needs 
to be given. Perhaps more significantly, challenges emerge for the places that emigrants are 
leaving behind, such as the Ukraine. Similarly for Romania there are emerging social 
problems arising from transnational caring responsibilities, specifically the fact that many 
parents work in the West and grandparents assume parenting roles for their children. These 
connections and family relations need to be further investigated. 
 
We have learned how public perception of migration can be manipulated by media 
representations. Part of the problem of perception is that unreliable information is 
promoted as fact. Having ready access to reliable data sources will go some way to 
countering narratives that exaggerate reality and that promote an atmosphere of fear. This 
suggests a wider need across NIDs to shift from a deficit to understanding migrants as 
potential contributors. Viewed in this way, the public will have a more positive attitude and 
local actors will be more motivated to ensure fewer impediments to their successful 
incorporation into a locality.  
 
Rural areas have long been sites of contestations as different interest groups vie over 
landuse. Different priorities and interests are evident among different categories of 
migrants. Recognising and understanding these nuances will better equip policymakers to 
consider the diversity of needs amongst the diverse newcomers to rural society. 
Policymakers also need to be more attuned to the potential of scaling up localised solutions 
so that they can contribute to longer term issues of sustainability, precarity and uncertainty.  
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